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REMARKS 

In the Office Action dated February 13, 2006, the Examiner reiterated the 
restriction between "Invention I," directed to claims 1-15, and "Invention II," directed to 
claims 16-29; objected to the abstract; objected to claims 1-10 and 12 because of 
informalities; rejected claims 8 and 13-15 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, fl2; allowed claims 1-7 
and 9-12; and indicated that claims 8 and 13-15 would be allowable if rewritten to 
overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, p, and to include all of the limitations of 
the base claim and intervening claims. 

Claims 1-29 are currently pending in this Application, of which claims 1-15 are 
presented for examination. In the Office Action, however, the Examiner noted that 
during a telephone conversation with the undersigned on February 7, 2006, "a 
provisional election was made [in response to the Examiner's restriction requirement] 
without traverse to prosecute the invention of Group I, claims 1-15." (Office Action at 2.) 
Applicants affirm this election. Claims 16-29 stand withdrawn from further 
consideration. 

At the outset, Applicants thank the Examiner for allowing claims 1-7 and 9-12 
and for indicating that claims 8 and 13-15 contain allowable subject matter. By this 
Reply, Applicants have amended claims 1-15 to place these claims in condition for 
allowance. Applicants have also attached hereto a Replacement Abstract. 

The Examiner objected to the Abstract "because 'Fig. 1A' on the last line should 
be removed." (Office Action at 3.) Applicants have attached a Replacement Abstract to 
this Reply to overcome this objection. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit that 
the Examiner's objections to the Abstract are moot. 
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The Examiner objected to claims 1-10 and 12 because of informalities. 
Applicants have amended claims 1-10 and 12 to correct the informalities noted by the 
Examiner at page 3 of the Office Action. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request 
that the Examiner withdraw the objections to claims 1-10 and 12. 

The Examiner rejected claims 8 and 13-15 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 1|2, as 
allegedly being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter Applicants regard as the invention. Applicants submit that claims 8 and 
13-15 comply with 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, 1f2. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request 
that the Examiner withdraw the rejection of claims 8 and 13-15 and allow these claims. 

In view of the foregoing Amendments and Remarks, Applicants respectfully 
submit that this Application is in condition for allowance. Accordingly, Applicants 
request reconsideration and reexamination of this Application and the timely allowance 
of all of the pending claims. 

Please grant any extensions of time required to enter this response and charge 
any additional required fees to our deposit account 06-0916. 



Respectfully submitted, 



FINNEGAN, HENDERSON, FARABOW, 
GARRETT & DUNNER, L.L.P. 



Dated: May 1 1 , 2006 




Aaron L. Parker, Esq. 
Reg. No. 50,785 



Attachments: 



1 ) a Replacement Abstract 
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